
To: Berkoff, Michael[berkoff.michael@epa.gov]; Singer, Joshua[Singer.Joshua@epa.gov]; 
Cannon, Phillippa[Cannon.Phillippa@epa.gov]; Alcamo, Thomas[alcamo.thomas@epa.gov]; Drexler, 
Timothy[drexler.timothy@epa.gov] 
Cc: Kelley, Jeff[kelley.jeff@epa.gov]; Bassler, Rachei[Bassler.Rachel@epa.gov]; Chingcuanco, 
Leonardo[Chingcuanco.Leonardo@epa.gov]; Ballotti, Doug[ballotti.douglas@epa.gov] 
From: Short, Thomas 
Sent: Thur 9/1/2016 9:51:59 PM 
Subject: RE: New Questions from NWIT 

Josh, some of these questions dig back, predate everyone on the project and many of 
them ask us to speculate or "Monday morning quarterback" the situation . I'm not sure 
how best to respond to those questions but referring back to our "process" is not the 
right answer either. Are you able to work with Michael's replies? 

Thomas Richard Short Jr. 

Acting Deputy Director 

Superfund Division 

312-353-8826 

short. thomas@epa.gov 

From: Berkoff, Michael 
Sent: Thursday, September 01, 2016 2:53PM 
To: Short, Thomas <short.thomas@epa.gov>; Singer, Joshua <Singer.Joshua@epa.gov>; 
Cannon, Phillippa <Cannon.Phillippa@epa.gov>; Alcamo, Thomas <alcamo.thomas@epa.gov>; 
Drexler, Timothy <drexler.timothy@epa.gov> 
Cc: Kelley, Jeff <kelley.jeff@epa.gov>; Bassler, Rachel <Bassler.Rachel@epa.gov>; 
Chingcuanco, Leonardo <Chingcuanco.Leonardo@epa.gov> 
Subject: RE: New Questions from NWIT 

Here are Sarah's new questions -she asked to disreguard her previous questions, how should 
we respond? 
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Can EPA explain this discrepancy? A July 2012 fact sheet on the proposed plan and another 
document outlining the proposed plan said that during the 2009-10 soil sampling lead was 
detected in surface and subsurface soils at up to 9,406 mg/kg and arsenic was found in surface 
and subsurface soil at concentrations up to 567 mg/kg. However, the remedial investigation 
report released in July 2012 and the record of decision released in November 2012 say the 
maximum detected soil lead concentration in a front-yard sample was 16,700 mg/kg from soil at 
12 to 18 inches bgs on Aster Avenue and the maximum detected soil lead concentration in a 
backyard sample was 27,100 mg/kg in soil from 18 to 24 iches on East 150th Place. Can EPA 
explain why the fact sheet and proposed plan document, which were more likely to be read by 
the public, appear to have included an incorrect maximum lead concentration? 

According to East Chicago officials, EPA did not sample West Calumet until 2009. Is that 
correct? 

A 20041etter from IDEM to the EPA's Jan Pels said IDEM and EPA sampled residential 
properties during a RCRA program and found high levels of lead. The letter further stated IDEM 
was deferring all further investigations at the site to EPA because of the ongoing Superfund 
investigation and recommending no further action. If EPA knew of high lead levels in residential 
areas in 2004, why wasn't more testing done in the area of the former Anaconda plant at that 
time? 

What were specific soil test results at Carrie Gosch Elementary School from the soil samples 
taken in 2014-15? Or, what is the code for the school in the spreadsheet EPA has? It's a public 
building, so I don't think EPA's concern about removing identifying factors applies for the school. 

After 2009-10, did EPA notify properties owners by phone or letter of the results from sampling? 

After the 2009-10 soil testing, did EPA go door to door to notify residents of the risks of lead? 

It appears Mr. Kaplan told the New York Times that part of the delay in releasing results from 
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2014-15 sampling was due to a problem with a contractor. He has told me that on background. 
Can we put it on the record now? 

From: Short, Thomas 
Sent: Thursday, September 01, 2016 1:56PM 
To: Singer, Joshua 

Bassler, Rachel 
Chingcuanco, Leonardo 

Subject: RE: New Questions from NWIT 

Drexler, Timothy 

Berkoff, 

Wow, these are really borrowing down into details. I'm cc'ing Michael and Leo. Perhaps 
they can help out with responses. 

Thomas Richard Short Jr. 

Acting Deputy Director 

Superfund Division 

312-353-8826 

From: Singer, Joshua 
Sent: Thursday, September 01, 2016 1:33PM 
To: Cannon, Phillippa 

Drexler, Timothy 

Cc: Kelley, Jeff Bassler, Rachel 
Subject: Fw: New Questions from NWIT 

Phillippa, Tom, Tom and Tim, 
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Please take a look at the questions below. The reporter said her deadline is tomorrow 
(Friday) morning. Please let me know how you recommend responding. Thank you. 

Josh 

From: Bassler, Rachel 
Sent: Wednesday, August 31, 2016 4:43PM 
To: Lee, Monica; Grantham, Nancy; Benenati, Frank; Kelley, Jeff; Singer, Joshua 
Subject: New Questions from NWIT 

Here are Sarah's new questions -she asked to disreguard her previous questions, how should 
we respond? 
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Can EPA explain this discrepancy? A July 2012 fact sheet on the proposed plan and another 
document outlining the proposed plan said that during the 2009-10 soil sampling lead was 
detected in surface and subsurface soils at up to 9,406 mg/kg and arsenic was found in surface 
and subsurface soil at concentrations up to 567 mg/kg. However, the remedial investigation 
report released in July 2012 and the record of decision released in November 2012 say the 
maximum detected soil lead concentration in a front-yard sample was 16,700 mg/kg from soil at 
12 to 18 inches bgs on Aster Avenue and the maximum detected soil lead concentration in a 
backyard sample was 27,100 mg/kg in soil from 18 to 24 iches on East 150th Place. Can EPA 
explain why the fact sheet and proposed plan document, which were more likely to be read by 
the public, appear to have included an incorrect maximum lead concentration? 

According to East Chicago officials, EPA did not sample West Calumet until 2009. Is that 
correct? 

A 20041etter from IDEM to the EPA's Jan Pels said IDEM and EPA sampled residential 
properties during a RCRA program and found high levels of lead. The letter further stated IDEM 
was deferring all further investigations at the site to EPA because of the ongoing Superfund 
investigation and recommending no further action. If EPA knew of high lead levels in residential 
areas in 2004, why wasn't more testing done in the area of the former Anaconda plant at that 
time? 

What were specific soil test results at Carrie Gosch Elementary School from the soil samples 
taken in 2014-15? Or, what is the code for the school in the spreadsheet EPA has? It's a public 
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building, so I don't think EPA's concern about removing identifying factors applies for the school. 

After 2009-10, did EPA notify properties owners by phone or letter of the results from sampling? 

After the 2009-10 soil testing, did EPA go door to door to notify residents of the risks of lead? 

It appears Mr. Kaplan told the New York Times that part of the delay in releasing results from 
2014-15 sampling was due to a problem with a contractor. He has told me that on background. 
Can we put it on the record now? 

Rachel Bassler 

Press Officer 

U.S. EPA Region 5 

p: 312-886-7159 

c: 312-914-3393 
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